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IN THE 
Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia 
AT RICHMOND 
Record No.· 3508 
R. E. WALTRIP, Plaintiff in Error, 
versns 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINLI\, Defendant in Error. 
PETITION FOR ,vRIT OF ERROR AND 
iUPERSEDE.AS. 
To the Honorable Just-ices of the Supreme Court of Appeals 
of Virginia: 
·your petitioner., R. E. Waltrip, respectfully represents that. 
he is ag·grieved by a final judgment of the Circuit Court of 
York County, V~rginia, rendered on September 10, 1948, 
wherein he was fined $10. A duly authenticated transcript of 
the record in said prosecuHon accompanies this petition and 
is filed herewith . 
. STATEMENT OF :MATERIAL PROCEEDINGS IN THE 
TRIAL COURT. . 
On July 2, 1948, W. H. Jacobson, a Justice of the Peace of 
York County, Virginia, issued a criminal warrant against the 
petitioner for unlawfully hunting,- shooting and killing a rab-
bit out of the lawful and permissible game season on the 
lands of. Camp Peary belonging to the United States of 
America,· and then and now in the. keeping and cu&tody of ·the 
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Commonwealth of Virg·inia. Your petitioner was anested by 
the Sheriff of York County, Virginia, on July 16, 1948. Said 
criminal warrant was heard and tried before W. E. Rogg, 
Trial Justice, on July 21, 1948, and your petitioner was found 
guilty and was fined $10 and 5.25 costs. Your petition~r 
thereupon immediately appealed to the Circuit· Court and 
your petitioner was admitted to bail. The case was tried in 
the Circuit Court of York Countv before Honorable Frank 
. ··Armistead, Circuit. Judge, on September 10, 1948, the 
· 2• Commonwealth's· 1lt Attorney and the attorney for your 
petitioner having agreed to an earlier hearing on ·that 
date without awaiting the beginning of the October term of 
the Circuit Court. Both the Commonwealth's Attornev and 
your petitioner waived trial by jury and submitted ali mat-
ters of law and fact to the court. The court found your peti-
tioner guilty as charged in the warrant and fixed his punish-
ment at a fine of $10 and costs. 
ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR. 
I. The court erred in its decision in finding the accused 
guilty, on the ground that any hunting on the area of Camp 
Peary, owned by the United States, does not constitute any 
criminal offense under the laws of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia. 
II. The land where your petitioner was hunting ·is owned 
by the United States of America and is consequ<1ntly under 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States and of its 
. Federal courts. The fact that the area is in the custodv and 
keeping of the Commonwealth of Virginia under a revocable 
permit does not change the law. Consequently the laws of 
.the Commonwealth of Virginia are not applicable to the of-
rence charged, and any and all and exclusive jurisdiction over 
said lands is vested in the United States, and no jurisdiction, 
exclusive or concurrent, is vested in the Commonwealth of 
Virginia or the courts of the Commonwealth. The ref ore, the 
judgment of the Circuit Court is contrary to the law and the 
evidence and without evidence to support it, and the court 
erred in :finding the petitioner guilty and entering the judg-
ment complained of. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS. 
The facts are few and simple. Captain John E.Reinburg, 
Jr., a retired naval officer, iR the administrator for the· Vir-
ginia Conservation Commission, for the Camp Peary are·a. 
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On the night of July 1, Captain Rein burg watched and 
3* observed the petitioner •hunting for .game on the Camp 
Peary area, but your petitioner the;n found no game .. 
Early on the morning of' ,T uly 2, 1948, Captain Reinburg re-
ceived information that your petitioner had again been hunt-
ing. Captain Reinburg then questioned your petitioner about 
the report that he had been hunting on July 2, and your peti-
tioner admited to Captain Rein burg that he had then kiJJed a_ v 
rabbit in the vicinity of where he lives., which is below Big-
lers in York County on the Camp Peary area, and that your 
petitioner said that he had shot a :rahbit. Captain Reinburg 
further testified that the Camp Peary area, ,yhich is owned 
by the United States of America is in the care and custody 
of the Commonwealth of Virginia under a certain written 
'agreement, a copy of which was then presented and :filed, and 
a copy of which is in the record of this case, and that from 
time to time as additional areas of said land were released 
by the United States, lett.ei~s were written delivering such ad-
ditional areas to the custody and possession of the Common-
wealth of Virginia. Captain R einburg further testified that 
the Camp Peary area, nearly an of which is in York County,. 
Virginia, consists of about 10,500 acres. Your petitioner tes-
tified that he hunted in the tJamp Ptary area on July 2, 1948, •· 
with a shotgun, but without a dog, and that he shot and killed .· 
a rabbit, and that he admited to Captain Reinburg that he 
had killed a rabbit. Your petitioner does not believe that the 
facts are controyerted. 
ARGUMENT. 
The two assignments of error are so closely related that 
the following argument will he applicable to both. 
In September, 1942, and thereafter, in three ::mccessive tak-
i11gs under the Second War Powers Act, the United State~ .ac-
quired by condemnation the fee simple title to about 10,,500 
acres· of land, practically wholly within York County, 
4(t Virginia, near ::,)"Williamsburg-, known as Camp Peary, for 
use as a training· camp for the Construction Battalions 
of the United States Navy during the Recond World War. 
It is quite apparent that the petitioner killed the rabbit 
at a point within the boundaries of the 4,500 acres included 
in the first taking·. · 
It is the petitioner's contentim~ that the United States 
has complete and exclusive jurisdiction over the land, and 
that the Commonwealth of Virginia has no jurisdiction, con-
current or otherwise, and that, therefore, any laws of the 
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Commonwealth of Virginia relating to the i:;;hooting of gam.e 
are inapplicable and that,. therefore, complainant's conviction 
in the trial court is a nullity. · 
Article I, Section 1 of the Constih1.tion of the United States 
provides as follows: •'All legislative powers herein granted 
shall be vested in a Congress of the United States, which shall 
consist of a Senate and House of Representatives.'' 
Article I, Section 8 of the Constitution provides in Sub-
section 1 that "the Congress shall - • * • pro-
vide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States," and by Subsection 17 it is provided that the 
Congress shall hax.e ~I HJ:o exercise exclusive legislation 
in all Cases whatsoever over such District (not exceeding ten 
Miles square) as may, by s~ssion of particular States and the 
Acceptance of CongTess, become the Seat of the Government 
of the United States., and to exercii.;e like Authoriqz over all 
Places purchased by the consent of-tlie Legislature of tiie 
State in which the Same shall be, for the Erection of Fort-s, 
Magazines, Arsenals, dock-Yards, and other needful Build- .. 
ings. '' 
Subsectiop 18 continues by granting to the Congress the 
power "to make all laws which shall be necessary and 
5·• proper for *carrying into execution the foregoing Powers, 
and all other Powers vested bv this Constitution in the 
Government of the United States,· or in any department or 
officer thereof.'' 
It is apparent' from the foreg·oing constitutional provisiQn 
that the Congress is granted the power to exercise exclusive 
legislation or jurisdiction over the Camp Peary area as prop-
erty of the United States acquired for war purposes and with 
the. consent of the Legislature of Virginia. . -. 
Camp Peary lias innumerable needful buildings. At one 
time during its active use by the United States Navy there 
were from 62,000 to 65,000 men in training· at Camp Peary. 
Many hundreds of buildings were constructed. Numerous 
,buildings still remain on the area. The fact that the United · 
JStates has permitted the Common. w. ealth of Virginia to have j temporary possession and custody of the property under a revocable permit does not. deprive the United States of the 
exclusive jurisdiction which it acquired by rea~;on of the 
ownership of the property. The United States is still the fee 
simple owner of the land. The Navy Department has ex-
pressly refused to sanction disposing of the property or as-
certaining that it is regarded as surplus property. It wishes 
to retain the entire area for possible or probable further use 
in event of war or other public need for the use of the prop-
erty. 
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Code of Virginia Section 17 was contained in the Code of 
1887 as Section 15. It recites that the United States has bY 
consent of the General Assembly acquired various parcels o"f 
lands in Virginia for the erection of forts, magazines, ar-
senals, dock yards, and other needfol buildings, national ceme-
teries, and for conservation of forests and natural resources, 
and for various other purposes, and it declares that Virginia 
retains concurrent jurisdiction with the United States, so that 
it lawfully can and its courts may take such cognizance, ex-
ecute such process., and discharge such other legal functions 
within and upon the same as may not be incompatible 
6• with the true intent and meaning of the • Acts of Assem-
bly under which the cessions were made. 
However, any reservation by. the State as to concurrent\ 
jurisdiction must be such that it is not incompatible with the ./ 
exclusive jurisdiction of the United States. 'See Foley v. 
Shriver, 81 Va. 568. 
The provision of the Constitution of the United States as 
to the Congress exercising exclusive jurisdiction or legisla-
tion is paramount, even to any statutory provision of the 
Commonwealth of Virginia. . 
Code of Virginia Section 19 grants the conditipua] c.onsent. 
of the Commonwealth fo the acquisition by the United ~tates 
of any lands in Virginia for $it es for custom houses, court 
houses, arsenals, forts, naval buses, military or naval airports 
or airplane landing fields, or for any military or naval pur-
pose. The statute undertakes to reserve in the Commo1t-
wealth the jurisdiction and power to levy taxes on motor fuels 
and to serve civil and crimina 1 process and to license, regu-
late, or prQhibit the sale of intoxicating liquors and to tax 
certain private property and to impo~e license taxes. The 
statute also contains the- provi~ion that unless the reserva-
tipns of power and limitations provided for are recognized 
as valid by the United States, then and in that event the title 
and possession of lands conveyed to. the United States by the 
Commonwealth of Virginia shall revert to the Commonwealth. 
It further provides that over all lands acquired by or leased 
or conveyed to the United States pursuant to the conditional 
consent conferred, the Commonwealth of Virginia cedes to 
the United States concurrent jurisdiction, leg·islative, execu-
tive, and judicial, with respect to the commission of crimes 
and the arrest, trial, and punishment therefor., and provides 
that such jurisdiction and pow~r ceded to the United States 
shall not be construed as being in any respect *incon-
79 · sistent with or as in any way impair.ing the jurisdiction 
and powers reserved to the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
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a.nd further provides that whenever the United States shall 
cease to use any of said ]ands so acquired for any one or 
more of the purposes hereinabove set forth, the jurisdiction 
and powers ceded shall cease and determine and. sba11 revert 
to the Commonwealth of Virg·inia. 
Code of Virginia Section 19c, enacted in the year 1936, 
gives the conditional consent of the Commonwealth to the 
acquisitio~ by the United States of lands for soldiers' homes, 
for the conservation c,f the forests or natural resources, for 
the retirement from cultivation and utilization for other ap-
propdate use of sub-marginal agrieultural, lands, for the im-
provement of rivers and harbors, for public parks, and for 
any other proper purpose of the government of the United 
States not embraced in Section 19. The Commonwealth un-
dertook to reserve all other 'powers and specifically reserved 
certain jurisdiction and powers, and the section contains the 
following provision: ,,, ~rhe Commonwealth of Virginia here-
) 
by further ·reserves unto .herself over all sueh lands exclusive 
governmental, judicial, executive, and legislative powers, and 
jurisdiction in all civil and criminal matters, except insofar 
as may be in conflict ·with the jurisdiction and powers herein 
ceded to the United States." 
· Code of Virginia Section 19e, enacted in the year 1940. pro-
vides that in addition to the jurisdiction and powers over 
certain lands ceded to the United States by Section 19, there 
is hereby ceded to the United States c~DR+WOOUt jm;jerljcJ;ion 
over crimes and offenses committed on lands acquired since 
March 28, 1936, and hel'eafter acquired by the United States 
in Virginia for sites for custom houses, court housE1s, arsenals, 
forts, naval bases, military or naval airports or airplane land-
ing fields, veterans' l10spitals, or for any military or naval 
8* purpose, and there was '"'thereby ceded to the United 
States such additionaljurisdiction and powers over lands 
acquired by tbe United States in Virginia as thereinafter pro-
vided. The statute contains provision to the effeet that when-
ever the head or other authorized officer of anv department 
or independent establishment or agency of the tr nited States 
shall deem it dm,irable that additional jurisdiction .or powers 
be ceded, and whenever the Governor and Attorney General 
of Virginia shall agree to same, the Governor and Attorney 
General shall execute and aeknowledge a deed in the name 
of the Commonwealth eeding such additional jurisdiction, 
which deed shall spedfically describe the area and shall set 
out specifically what additional jurisdiction and powers are 
ceded, and that no such deed shall become effective or opera-
tive until the jurisdiction provided for is aecepted oµ behalf 
of the United States. · 
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The petitioner contends that none of said statutes or any 
reservations therein contained can have the effect of making 
the criminal laws of_ the Commonwealth of Virginia valid and 
enforceable on any land belonging to the· United States. 
The exclusive legislative power which Congress possesses 
over the Norfolk Navy Yard excludes giving· any operation 
or effect within the Navy Yard to the provisions of the Vir-
ginia Code imposing a penalty npon telegraph companies for 
failure to deliver a message to tho addressee. TV estern Union 
Telegraph Company against Chiles, 29 Supreme Court 613, 
214 U. S. 274, 53 L. Ed. 994, reYersing 57 S. E. 587, 107 Va. 
60. 
Damag'3s for mental aJJguish from the negligent failure to 
deliver in the .City of ·washington a telegram from the com-
pany's office in South Carolina cannot be recovered in au 
action in a South Carolina court under authority of a South 
Carolina statute· without infringing upon tl1e exclusive control 
of the United States over the District· of Columbia. 
9* Western Union 'l'elegraplz Com,pany ,)tag·ainst Broun~ .. 34 
Supreme Court 955, :!34 U.S. 542, 58 L. Ed. 1457, revers-
ing Brown ag·ainst 1V cstern Union, Tele,(JraJJh Company, 75 
S. E. 542, 92 S. C. 354. 
Federal jurisdiction over land purchased from the State 
by the consent of the Legislature for ·erection of forts, etc., 
is -exclusive of all State authority under the provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States, Artirle I, Section 8. United 
States against Unzeuta, 50 Supreme Court 284., 281 U. S. 138, 
74 L. Ed. 761. 
The jurisdiction of the United States over lands purchased 
for use of fort's, magazines, arsenals, dock yards, and other 
needful buildings is exclusive u11der the constitutional pro-
vision mentioned, including clause 17. Surplus .Trading Com-
pany against Cook, 50 Supreme Conrt, 455, 281 U. S. 647, 74 
L. Ed. 1091. 
A State cannot legislate pffectively concerning matters be-
yond her jurisdiction and within territory subject only to con-
trol by the United States. Stanlfarcl Q,jl Company against 
People of State o_f Cal-ifornia, 50 Supreme Court 381, 291 
U.S. 242, 78 L. Ed. 775. Rehearing denied 54 Supreme Court 
526, 2'91 U. S. 650, 78 L. Ed. 775. 
The State of California was not authorized to enforce mini-
mum price regulations under th~ California Milk Control Act 
with respect to milk sold to tht1 ,var Department at Moffett 
Field, on the theory that tbe act re~·ulatP.c} only conduct of 
California citizens withiii California territory, in view of the 
fact that ~foffett Field was under the exelusive jurisdiction of 
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the Federal Government. Pac-i/ic Coast Dairy against De-
partment of .Agriculture of Crt.lifornia. 63 Supreme Court 628, 
:-ns U. S. 285~ 85 L. Ed. 761. Rehearing denied 63 Supr~me 
Court 801, 87 L. Ed. 1165. 
But see the five to four deeision in J a·nies against . Dravo 
Contracting Com.pany, 302 U. S. 134, 82 L. Ed. 155, 58 Su-
preme Court 208, 114 A. L. R. 318. 
10"" ·Though probably dictum, the majority opinion of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in Ex Parte Sie-
bold, 100 U.S. 371, at page 395, contains the following: "This 
concurrent jurisdiction which the national government neces-
sarily possesses to exercise its powers of sovereignty in all 
parts of the United States is distinct from that exclusive 
power which, by the first article of the Constitution, it is au-
thorized to exercise over the District of Columbia, and over 
those places within a State which are purchased by consent 
of the legislature thereof, for the erection of forts, magazines, 
arsenals, dock-yards, and other needful buildings. There its 
jurisdiction is absolutely exclusive of that of the State, un-
less, as is sometimes stipulated., power is given to the latter 
to serve the ordinary proces8 of its courts in the precinct ac-
quired.'' 
s to the alleged violation _of the Vir.gin.ia_Game...La.w-tm-
er which the _petitioner .was_convicted,_it is the petitio:o.w:'s 
contention that no game law af the Coau:s:9nw0altb. of lur-
ginia is am>Jicab10 on the land of the .. United .. State.~y-1:hat the 
petitioner cannot lawfully be convicted of a violation of a 
State game law on F'ecleral territory, and that whether or not 
the killing of a· rabbit on Camp Peary is a crime is wholly 
dependent upon wlrnther the Federal Government prohibits 
such shooting·, in which event any prosecution would be in a 
Federal court and not in a State court. 
See the title Game and Game Laws in 24 A rnericav ,luris-
p~e, page 37 4, et seq. Originally the ownership of wild 
game i~d was regarded as vested in the King· as a per-
sonal prerogative, hut in the course of time it became estab-
lished that the title of the Crown was onlv in trust for the 
benefit of the English people. Upon the independence of the 
American states, each state acquired the titles of the govern-
ment and of the King of England to the game within its 
11* borders in trust for the benefit *of its citizens. "Game 
withhl territory acquired by the National Government 
after the adoption of the Constitution becomes the property 
of the United States in trust for tl1e benefit of the people of 
the states subsequently organjzecl 01~t of such territory. Until 
the organization of such states, the Federal Government has 
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the power of regulating the taking of its game." Id., page 
375. . 
'' As a g·eneral proposition, until game is rightfully re-
duced to the possession of the hunter, title thereto iR not 
subject to private ownership except in so far as the people,_of 
the state declare it to be so. However, the owner of premises 
whereon game is located lias a qualified property interest in 
such game; without his permission no other person can go 
upon those premises and take the same.'' Id.; page 375. 
On this theory, the VuHed States as the Jaud0WRer e .vns. /,.., 
the game and might conceivn hJy prohibit its being hunted. ,,;, 
As to the right to lmnt, '' Since the title to wild game within 
the bmindar-ies of <i state is vested in the people in their 
sovereign capacity, each of the inhabitants may be said to 
have an equal rig·ht to kill surh game.'' Id., page 377. But 
as this land belongs to the United States., it is not within the 
boundaries of a state. · 
Again in the s~me volume, on page 381., the followhig is 
stated: '' The ab~olute power to control and regulate the tak-
ing of game vested ln the colonial governments as a part of 
the common law passed w!th the title to game to the several 
states as an incident of their ~overefo;nt.YJ. and is retaiµ~d_J>J: .. 
the states for the use and benefit o.f fhe people of the. states, 
subject only to any applicable provisions of the Federal Con-
stitution." The applicable provision of the Federal Consti-
tution provides that cxclm~ive jurisdiction or legislation 
over lands owned by the United States is vested in the Co11-
gress. 
12* * As to the question of Federal legislation, the same 
text, at page H~7, states: ""\Vild g·ame belonp:s ta the 
s~hich it is found so far as it rs eapable of owner~°iitp, 
ai1d according to the rule laid down in several cases, thE!..bd-
eral Goll'crnment is witbout power, ac;ide from. the power to 
enact statutes to carry out treaties ~respectini( migrato·ry 
. birds, to prescribe reg·ulations for the protection of game 
while within the boundaries of a state.'' 
·while the state.may· regulntc the taking of game by estab-
lishing closed seasons and requiring hunting licenses and 
may restrict or prohibit the pmises~ion of g-ame or the selling 
thereof after closed season ( 24 American· .Jurisprudence, page 
388), sueh powers on the part. of the Fihlte would certainly not 
be applicable on lands sr,eeifically belongfog to the United 
States, acquired by the United States in accordance with the 
Constitution. 
I respectfully submit that the trial court erred in convict-
ing the petitioner of any criminal offense under the laws of 
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the Common~ealth of Virginia, and that the pro~ecution in 
this case should be dismissed. 
PRAYER. 
IN CONSIDERATION "WHEREOF, your petitioner prays 
that he may be a,varded a writ of error and supersedeas to 
~he judgment entered by the Circuit Court of York County, . 
. Virginia, on September 1.0, 1948.~ aud that for the errors 
herein assigned the sai"d judgment may be reviewed and re-
versed by this Honorable court, and that final judgment may 
be by it here awarded fo1· the petitioner, or that in any event 
a new trial be awarded him. Petitioner respP.e.tfully requests 
that. his attorney may be allpwed an opportunity to state 
orally his reasons why a writ of error and supersedeas should 
be granted. Petitioner represents and hereby advises the at-
torney for the Commonwealth that this petition and the tran-
. script of the record will be filed with the Clerk of the 
13* Supreme Court of * Appeals of Yirginia at Richmond, 
· Virginia,_ on Octoher 18, 1948. 
Petitioner avers that a copy of this petition was mailed to 
Julian S. Cornick, Esquire, Commonwealth's Attorney of 
York County, Virginia, at his post office address at York-
town, Virginia, on October 16, 1948, befor~ the original peti-
tion and record were filed with the Clerk of the Supreme 
Court. 
Your petitioner adopts this petition as his opening brief, 
and in the event a writ of error and supersedeas a re awarded 
to the petitioner, he requests that this petition be printed with 
the record in lieu of an opening brief in his behalf. 
And your petitioner will ·ever pray, etc. 
Respectfully submitted, 
R. E. WALTRIP, 
~y CH ... \NNING M. HAL~, 
His Attorne:-
CHANNING M. HALL, 
Attorney for Petitioner. 
CERTIFICATE. 
I, Channing 1I. Hall, 411 West Duke of Gloucester Street, 
Williamsburg, Virginia, an attorney at law practicing in the 
Supreme Court of Appeals-of Virginia, do certify that in my 
/ 
R. E. Vl altrip v. Commonwealth of Virginia 11 
opinion ~e judgment herein complained of ought to be re- · 
viewed by the Supreme Court of .Appeals of Virginia. 
Given under my hand this 16th day of October, 1948. 
CH.A.NNING M. HALL. 
Received October 18, 1948. 
M. B. 'l'l ATTS, Clerk. 
Nov. 16, 1948. Writ of error and supersed eas awarded by 




PLEAS before the Circuit Court of York Oountv at the 
Court House thereof on Friday, the 10th day of September, 
1948. 
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STATE OF VIRGINIA 
COUNTY OF York To:Wit: 
No ............ . 
TO ANY SHERIFF OR POLICE OFFICER: 
Whereas, J. E. Reinburg, Jr. has this day made complaint 
and information on other before me, W. H. J~cobson Justice 
(Name) 
of the Peace of the said County, that R. E. 1l/altrip in the said 
(Title) · 
County did on the 2nd day of July 1948: Unlawfully hunt, 
shoot and kill a rabbit out of the lawful and perrµissible game 
season on the lands of Camp Peary, belonging to the United· 
States of America, and now.in the keeping and custody of the 
Commonwealth of Virginia. • 
These are, the ref ore, to command you, in the name of the 
Commonwealth, to appre~end and bring before the Trial Jus-
tice Court of the said County, the body (bodies) of the above 
accused, to answer. the said complaint and to be further dealt 
with .according to law.· And you are also directed to summon 
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· J. E. Reinburg, Jr. color White Address Camp Peary, York 
County, Va. as witness. · 
Given u~der my hand and seal, this 2nd day of July, 1948. 
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/signed/ w.· H. JACOBSON, J. P. (Seal) 
(Title of Issuing Officer) 
DOCKET NO. 01538 
COMMON°\VEALTH 
WARRANT OF ARREST 
v. 
R~ ·E. Waltrip 
Executed this, the 16th day of July 1948. 
A. S. WHITE, JR., 
Sheriff, York County, Va. 
Upon the examination of the within charge, I find the ac-
cused · 
vV. E. HOGG 7 /21/48 
Appealed to Circuit Court 7 /21/48 
W. E. HOGG 
A jury being waived the Court after hearing the evidence 
finds the accused guilty as ch.arged in the within warrant and 
punishment at $10.00 Sept. 10, 1948 · · 
FRANK ARMISTEAD, Judge. 
Fine ............................................. $ 10.00 
Costs . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 5.25 
Total ........ : ........................... $15.25 
STATE OF VIRGINIA-COUNTY OF York, to:wit:· 
I, W. E. Hogg, a Trial Justice in and for the County afore-
said, State of Virginia, do certify that R. E. Waltrip aJld 
J.E. Reinburg, Jr.,as his surety, have this day each aclqiowl-
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edged themselves indebted to the Commonwealth of ,Virginia 
. in the sum of One Hundred and Fifty Dollars ($150.00), to 
be made and levied of their respective goods and chattels, 
lands, and tenements to the use of the Commonwealth to be 
rendered, yet upon this condition: That the said R. E. ·w al trip, 
shall appear before the Circuit Court of York County, on the 
· 4th day of October, 1948, at 10. A. 1£., at Yorktown, Virginia, 
and at any time or times to which the proceedings may be 
continued· or further heard, and before any court thereafter 
having or holding any pro9~ed.ings in connection with the 
charge in this warrant, to answer for the offense with which he 
is charged, and shall not depart thence without the leave of 
said court, the said obligation to remain in full force and 
effect until the charge is :finally disposed of or until it is de-
clared void by order of a competent court; and upon the fur-
ther condition that said ................................. . 
sliall keep the peace and be of good behavior for a period of 
............ days from the date hereof. 
Given under my hand, this 21st day of July, 1948. 
W. E. HOGG, T. J. 
The following witnesses were recognized to appear before 
the Circuit Coul't of ........................... County, · 
. TrJa~ Justice . 
V 1rgm1a, at . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
Virginia, at ........... _ ....... M., on the ................. . 
day of .......................................... ' 19 ... . 
under penalty of $ ................. . 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •: ., ................................. . 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •I• • • • , • • • • • •••• • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 
....................... \• ................................ . 
• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • •i •)• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
. . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •, ................................. . 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
COSTS 
Warrant ... · ...... , ................ _ ............... $ 1.00 
Trial . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2.00 
Bail .................. ~ ........ · . · · ... · · · ·. · · · · · · · · 
Arrest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.00 
Mileage ......................................... . 
Clerk .......................................... · · · · 
Jail Fee and Board . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1.25 
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Witness Attendance .............................. . 
Summoning Witnesses .............. : ............ . 
Commonwealth Attorney .......................... . 
Total Costs .............................. · ....... $ 5.25 
Fine ................ ~ .....................•.. · 
Total ..................................... $ 
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the following order was entered: 
Commonwealth 
v. 
R. E. Waltrip. 
UPON APPEAL WARRANT. 
This day came the Attorney for the Commonwealth aud 
likewise came R. E. Waltrip in person and by C. M. Hall, his 
co.unsel and entered a plea of ''Not Guilty'' as charged in 
the within warrant, and with the consent of the Attorney for 
the Commonwealth waived trial by Jury and submitted all 
matters of law and fact to the Court for a decision and the 
Court after · hearing all the evidence finds the accused 
"Guilty" as charged in the within warrant and fixes his 
punishment at a fine of $10.00. Whereupon the accused by 
counsel excepted to the action and decision of the court in 
finding the accused guilty, on the ground that any hunting 
on the area of Camp Peary, owned by the United States, does 
not constitute any criminal offense under the laws of the Com-
monwealth of Virginia·; and the court doth grant the accused 
60 days from this date · for the presentation of Bills of Ex-
ception. Whereupon it is considered by the Court that the 
Commonwealth recover of the defendant the sum of $10.00, 
· the fine by the Court imposed, and her cost in this behalf 
expended. And the accused indicating a desire to apply to 
the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia for a writ of error 
the execution of this judgment is suspended for a period, of 
90 days. , 
Thereupon came the accused R. E. Waltrip together with 
J. E. Reinburg, Jr., his surety, who waiving the benefits of 
his homestead exemption as to this obligation aclrnowledged 
themselves each to be indebted to the Commonwealth of Vir-
R. E. Waltrip v. Commonw~alth of Virginia 15 
John E. Reinburg, Jr. 
ginia, in the sum of $25.00 to be levied of their respective 
goods and chattels, lands, tenements and hereditaments, to 
the use of the Commonwealth of Virginia to be rendered, but 
to be void if the above bound R. E. Waltrip do and shall 
.,,,. personally appear in this Court on the first day of December 
Term to answer and· abide the judgment of the Court and not 
depart thence without leave of this Court, otherwise to remain 
in full force and virtue. 
And the accused is let to bail. 
page 5} BILL OF EXCEPTION NO. 1. 
BE IT REMEMBERED THAT on the trial of this case, 
heard on the 10th day of September, 1948, the following evi-
dence on behalf of the Commonwealth and of the accused re-
spectively, as hereinafter set out, is all of the evidence that 
was introduced on the trial of this case, said evidence being 
in the following words and figures, to-wit: 
Virginia: 
In the Circuit Court of York County. 
Commonwealth of Virginia 
v. 
R. E. Waltrip. 
The testimony of~ Captain John E. Reinburg, Jr. and of 
R. E. Waltrip taken in the Circuit Court of York County, 
Virginia, on September 10, 1948, at ten o'clock A. M., to be 
read as evidence in the above styled case. 
Present : Judge Frank Armistead, presiding. Julian S. 
Cornick, Esquire, Commonwealth's Attorney of York County. 
Channing M. Hall, attorney for the accused. R. E. Waltrip, 
the accused. 
The two witnesses were duly sworn. 
CAPTAIN JOHN E. REINBURG, Jh., 
te~tified that he is administrator for the Virginia Conservation 
Commission for the Qamp Peary area; that on the night pre-
ceding the issuance of the warrant being tried in this case he 
watched and observed the accused, R. E. Waltrip, hunt. for 
game on the Camp Peary area, but that the accused found 
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no game; that early the next morning the witness received 
information that the accused had again been hunt-
page 6 ~ ing, which was on July 2, 1948, and that the witness 
questioned the accused about the report that he had 
been hunting on July 2, 1948, and that the accused admitted 
that he had killed a rabbit in the vicinity of where he lives, 
which is below Biglers, in York County, on the Camp Peary 
area, and that the accused said that he had shot a rabbit. 
The wit'ness further tes~ified that the Camp Peary area, which 
is owned by the United States of America, is in the care 
and custody of the Commonwealth of ,Virginia,· under a cer-
tain written agreement, a copy of which is hereinafter con-
tained, and that from time to time as additiQ!lal areas of said 
land were released by the United States, letters were written 
delivering such additional areas to the custody and possession 
of the Commonwealth of Virginia, and that the agreement be-
tween the United States and the Commonwe·alth of Virginia. 
is in the fo}lowing words and figures, to-wit: 
THIS AGREEMENT made by and between THE UNITED 
STATES OF AME~ICA~ represented by the Chief of the Bu~ 
reau of Yards and Docks, acting under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Navy, hereinafter called the Government, 
and the COMM:ON\VEALTH OF VIRGINIA, acting by and 
through the Virginia Conservation Commission and the Game 
and Inland Fisheries Commission, pursuant to the Virginia 
Code of 1936, Annotated, hereirlafter called the Permittee, 
WITNESSETH: 
\VHEREAS, in order to provide facilities for the training 
of Naval personnel, the Gov~rnment acquired the fee simple 
title to certain lands in York County, Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia, for the establishment of a training area ·known as Ca~p 
Peary, Virginia; and, 
WHEREAS, the Navy Department desires to retain in u 
stand-by status, the lands comprising Camp Peary, together 
with certaiI;J. of the improvements and installations thereon, 
. for use by the Government in time of a national emergency; 
and, ·· 
WHEREAS, the Commonwealth of Virginia, for the pur-
pose of developing and conserving its natural resources as 
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well as its fish and wildlife, created such agencies as the Vir-
ginia Conservation Commission and the Game and Inland 
Fisheries Commission, which said agencies are desirous of 
occupying and using the aforesaid lands, improvements and 
installations, for such public purposes as are within the pur-
view and scope of their respective activities, which said oc-
cupancy and use will in.no wise be detrimental to the activities 
of the Navy Department; and, · 
page 7} WHEREAS, for national defense purposes, the 
maintenance, preservation and protection of the said 
property, during SUGh period by some public agency, is con-
sidered by the Navy Department to be vital to and consistent 
with the interests of the United States of America. 
NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the foregoing and 
of the conditions and agreements hereinafter mentioned, the 
Government hereby grants unto the Permittee, permission to 
occupy· and use in connection with the activities of its Con-
servation Commission and its Game and Inland Fisheries 
Commission, i:ill of that portion of the land comprising the 
United States Naval .Shore Establishment, known as Camp 
Peary, in York County, Virginia; situated north of Queens 
Creek as delineated on Exhibit A hereto attached, together 
with· all of the improvements and installations thereof, sub-
ject however, to the following provisions and conditions: . 
l(a). This permit shall be and become effective as of the . 
date of execution hereof and shall be indeterminate and re-
vocable at the option and discretion of the Government; pro-
vided, however, that it is not the intention of the Govern-
ment to exercise its right of revocation hereunder, except (a) 
in the event of the failure of the Permittee to comply with 
all of the provisions and conditions herein set forth, (b) in 
the event it is determined by the Secretary of the Navy that 
the· said pr~mi~es are required for naval purposes, and (c) 
in the event of a national emergency. 
1 (b). It is understood by the Permittee that certain areas 
comprising the said Na val Establishment are being cleared of 
buildings and other structures pursuant to the provisions of 
demolition contracts which have been entered into by the Navy 
Department. With respect to such areas, it is understood by 
the Permittee that until the demolition work has been com-
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pleted the·lands involved therein are not to be considered as 
a part of this permit. However, · as such areas are cleared 
they will be made available to the Permittee by appropriate 
letter from the local representative of the Government for 
operation, maintenance and administration under this instru-
ment. The areas referred to in this clause are delineated on 
the aforesaid Exhibit A, attached hereto and made a part here-
of. · 
2. The Permittce is not to be considered as acquiring here-
under any permanent interest of whatever nature in the land 
of the Government. 
3 (A) . With respect to any (a) tim be.r lands, ( b) agricul-
tural.lands, and ( c) lands esp~cially adapted to recreational 
uses, such as beach and water areas, the Permittee agraes, 
without any cost whatsoever to the Government, to protect 
and conserve the same according to their respective needs and 
interests. To accomplish such purposes the Permittee is au-
thorized and required to cut and remove, or to cause to be 
cut and removed whatever growing or fallen timber Permittee 
may consider necessary and desirable according to approved 
practices of forestry conservation and to take all reasonable 
and proper steps to safeguard agricultural and recreational 
areas against erosion or other forms of destructive waste. 
Permittee may, within its discretion, cultivate or cause to .be 
cultivated any agricultural lands within the area and to· pro-
mote such use, may do whatever terracing, grading, ditching, 
draining and the like, as it may consider necessary and proper . 
. 3(b). The Permittee agrees that in the event any 
page 8 ~ of the dwellings . or agricultural lands covered by 
this permit are made available for use, occupancy, 
maintenance or operation by third parties, consideration and 
preference, wherever feasible, shall be given the former 
owners of the land or dwellings involved. 
4. In accordance with good wildlife management practices, 
the Permittee may use such of the lands as may be deemed 
desirable in connection with a planting program to provide 
adequate food and cover for wildlife. The Permittee ·shall 
have the right of making adequate provision for controlling 
of public fishing and hunting, including the establishment of 
a wildlife refuge within the boundaries of the lands covered-
by this permit. · 
5. The Permittee shall at all times operate, maintain and 
administer the· said lands and the facilities thereof· for the 
· benefit of the public, without unjust discrimination and con-
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sistent with the public nonprofit character of the said prop-
erty. The Permittee agrees that it will not enter into any 
transaction affecting the use and occupancy of the said lands 
which will operate to deprive the Permittee of any of its 
powers necessary to perform all of the agreements contained 
herein, unless by such transaction the obligation to perform 
such agreements is assumed by another public agency. The 
Permittee, in connection with the operation and maintenance 
of the said lands and facilities, agrees to comply with those 
rules and regulations of the Navy Establishment promulgated 
by the local representative of the Government, necessary in 
connection with the preservation of the property. for the pur-
poses herein set forth. 
6. The Permittee shall maintain the premises covered by 
this instrument, together with the improvements and installa-
tions thereon, in good condition and repair so as to properly 
protect the Government and its property therein from loss 
or damage. All costs and expens~s incurred and paid by the 
Permittee in maintaining the said premises shall be borne by 
the Permittee .. The Permittee shall have the right to make 
alterations, attach :fixtures and erect additions, temporary 
structures or signs in or upon the premises covered by this 
permit provided, however, that no structural alterations in 
existing buildings shall be made by the Permittee except upon 
the written consent of the Government, and shall have the 
right to remove any fixtures, additions, temporary structures 
or signs upon termination of this permit. 
7. The Permittee shall keep the said premises in a clean 
and healthful condition according to any applicable Federal or 
State laws and comply with all lawful directives of public 
officials with respect thereto during the term of this permit. 
Upon the expiration or earlier termination· of this permit, 
the Permittee shall deliver up and surrender the said premises 
in as good order, condition and repair as the said premises 
were in at the beginning of the term hereof, ordinary wear, 
tear, damage by the elements and otl)er causes beyond the 
Permittee 's control excepted. . 
8 (a). The items of personal property and equipment which 
the Government leaves upon the premises, and inventory 
thereof identified as Exhibit B, being attached hereto and 
made a part hereof, shall be available to the Permittee for use 
in connection with fq.e management of the property in accord-
ance with the terms of this permit. Nothing herein contained 
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shall be construed as according to the Permittee any 
page 9 } permanent claim: or interest of whatever nature in 
such personal property or equipment and the Per-
mittee shall not, ·without the prior written consent of the 
Government or its duly authorized representative remove any 
such personal property or equipment from the ·premises upon 
which it is located. The Permittee by its acceptance of this 
permit' assumes responsibillty for said personal property and 
equipment as custodian ther.eof, and if required by the Per-
mi tee, shall render an accounting thereof. The Permittee shall 
maintain such personal property and equipment in a goo~l 
and serviceable condition, and upon the ter~ination of this 
permit, the Permittee shall return to the Government in as 
good condition as when received, ordinary wear and tear ex-
cepted, all of such property or such part thereof as may be 
required by the Permittor. 
· S(b). In the event any of the personal property or equip-
ment included in the said inventory shall, during the term 
of this permit, hecome useles.s or unserviceable due to such 
causes as wear and tear, damage by the elements, obsolescence 
or inadequacy, the Permittee shall deliver· such property to 
the local representative of the Government, who shall delete 
such property from subject inventory. No item of personal 
property or equipment set forth in said inventory shall be de-
leted therefrom ·until such property s}lall have been delivered 
to the said representative of the Government. It is under-
stood by the Permittee that the Government shall not be obli-
gated to repair or replace any such property which is deleted 
from the said inventory. 
9. The use of the premises covered by this permit is sub-
ject to all easements, rights of way, licenses, leases, and out-
standing interests in, upon, across or through said property, 
which have heretofore been granted or reserved by the United 
States or its predecessors in title. 
10. The Government reserves unto itself and for its exclu-
sive use and benefit, all rights to the oil, gas, coal or other 
minerals or mineral ores whatsoever upon, or or over said 
premises, ·together with the usual mining rights, powers and 
privileges, including the right of access to, and the use of such 
parts of the premises as may l;le necessary for the mining ·and 
saving of said minerals. The Permittee shall have the right 
and privilege of using stone, gravel and similar substances 
from said premises, provided that such materials are used 
exclusively and solely for coustruction purposes, upon or in 
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connection with the management, preservation and repair of 
said property. 
11. This permit is restricted and the privileges and au-
thority granted herein shall not be assigned or succeeded to 
in any manner, without the consent of the Government ob-
tained beforehand, in :writing, and in case . of such assign-
ment or succession, so consented to, all of the foregoing con-
ditions and provisions shall apply to such substituted Per-
mittee. 
12. The Government reserves unto itself the right to enter· 
the said premises at any time during the existence of this per-
mit for the purpose of inspecting the same in order to deter-
mine- whether the terms and conditions of this permit are 
being observed and carried out by the Permittee. 
13. The Government shall not be responsible for damage 
to property or injury to persons which ·may arise incident to 
the exercise of the rights and privileges herein granted, nor 
for damages to any property of the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia, or for damages to property or injury to the person of 
the officers, agents or employees of the Permittee 
page 10 ~ or others who may be upon the premises at its or 
their invitation. 
14. The Permittee shall store no materials or supplies in or 
about the said premises which will increase-the :fite hazard or 
constitute an unusual risk in that connection, and the Per-
mittee shall_ at all times·usethe premises in such manner as not 
to endanger Government property. 
15. All disputes concerning questions of fact arising under 
this permit shall be decided by the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks subject to written appeal within thirty (30) 
days to the Secretary of the Navy or his duty authorized 
representative, whose decision shall be final and conclusive 
upon the respective parties. 
16. In all matters in connection with this instrument re-
quiring the approval or action of the Navy Department, the 
Commandant, Fifth Na val District, Norfolk, :Virginia, is here-
by designated and empowered to act as the local representa-
tive of the United State·s. 
17. No Member of or Delegate to Congress or Resident 
Commissioner shall be admitted to any share or part of this 
ag·reement or. to any benefit to arise therefrom. Nothing, 
however, herein contained shall be construed to extend to any 
incorporated company, if the agreement be for. the general 
benefit of such corporation or ,company. 
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IN WITNESS WHERE.OF, the Navy Department,. on be-
half of the United States of America, has caused this permit 
to be executed this day of , 1947 .. 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
By : ...................... : .......... ·~· ............. . 
This Permit is also executed on behalf of the Permittee in 
acknowledgment and acceptance of' the terms and conditions 
herein set forth. . 
.tJ. .. · 
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA, 




· Chairman, Virginia Conservation 
Commission. 
Executive Secretary and Treasurer, 
Virginia Conservation Com 
mission. 
•••••• fl ••••••••••• ,, ...................... • •• 
Chairman, Game and Inland 
Fisheries Commission. 
Executive Secretary and Treasurer, 
Game and Inland Fisheries 
Commission. 
page · 11 ~ Thereupon, the accused,. 
R. E. WALTRIP, 
testified that he hunted in the Camp Peary Area on July 2, 
1948, with a shotgun, but without a dog, and that he shot and 
killed a rabbit, and that he admitted to Captain Reinburg that 
he had killed a rabbit. 
CERTIFIC.A. TE. 
I, Ftank Armistead, Judge of the Circuit Court of York 
County; Virginia, who presided over the foregoing trial of 
Commonwealth of Virginia v. R. E. Waltrip, in said court at 
Yorktown, Virginia, on September 10, 1948, do certify that 
R. E. Waltrip v. Commonwealth of Virginia 23 
the fore going is a true and correct copy and report of all of the 
evidence introduced at the trial of said case, including the 
agreement between the United States of America and the 
Commonwealth of Virginia as to the use and possession of the 
Camp Peary area. 
And I do-further certify that the attorney for the Common-
wealth, Julian A. Cornick, Esquire, has had reasonable notice 
in writing given by the attorney for. the accused, Channing 
M;. Hall, Esquire, of the time and place when the fore going 
report of the evidence would be tendered and presented to 
the undersigned for signature and authentication. 
Given under my hand this 18 day of September, 1948. 
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/signed/ FRANK ARMISTEAD, 
Judge of the Circuit Court of York 
County, Virginia. 
BILL OF EXCEPTION NO. 2. 
BE IT REMEMBERED THAT on the trial of this case, 
heard on September 10, 1948, before the· Judge of the Circuit 
Court of York County, Virginia, the evidence on behalf of the 
Commonwealth and of the accused respectively being as set 
out in Bill of Exception No. 1, in the prosecution of the Com-
monwealth of Virginia against R. E. Waltrip upon a charge of 
unlawfully hunting, shooting, and killing a rabbit out of the 
lawful and permissible game season on the lands of Camp 
Peary, belonging to the United States of America and now 
in the keeping and custody of the Commonwealth of Virginia, 
the persons pre~ent at said trial on September 10, 1948, being 
the same as set out in Bill of Exception No. 1, and after the 
Circuit Court found the accused guilty as charged in the war-
rant and fixed the punishment of the accused at a fine of $10, 
the accused, by his attorney, then and there excepted to the 
action and decision of -the court in finding the accused guilty, 
on the ground that any hunting on the area of Camp Peary, 
owned by the United States, does not constitute any criminal 
offense under the laws of the Commonwealth of :Virginia, and 
stated and announced the intention of the accused to apply 
to the Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia for a ·writ 
of error and supersedeas to the action of this court. 
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CERTIFICATE. 
I, Frank Armistead, Judge of the Circuit Court of· York 
County, Virginia, who presided over the trial of the Com-
monwealth o:f 1Virginia v. R. E. Waltrip in said court at York-
town, Virginia, 01:1 September 10, 1948, do certify that the 
fore going Bill of Exception No. 2 contains a true and accurate 
report of the exception of the accused to the decision of said 
court in fim}ing the accused.guilty, and that the attorney for 
said accused further stated and announced the in-
page 13 ~ tention of the .accused ·to apply to the Supreme 
Court of Appeals of Virginia for a writ of error 
and supersedeas. I further certify that Bill of Exception 
No. 1 contains a true and correct copy and report of all of the 
evidence,in said case. And I do further certify that the at-
torney for the Commonwealth, Julian S. Cornick, Esquire, 
has had reasonable notice in writing, given by the attorney fo1~ 
the accused, Channing M. Hall, of the time and place that the 
foregoing Bill of Exception No. 2 would be tendered and pre-
sented to the undersigned for signature and· authentication. 
Given under my hand this. 18 day of September, 1948. 
/signed/ FRANK ARMISTEAD, 
Judge o.f the Circuit Court of York 
County, Virginia. 
page 14 ~ And on another day, to-wit, September 14," 1948,. 
the following notice was given by the accused to 
the attorney for the Commonwealth, to-wit: . 
To Julian S. Cornick, Esquire, Commonwealth.'s Attorney. of 
York County, Virginia: . 
You are hereby n.otified t~at on the 18th 'day of September, 
1948, at ten o'clock .A.. M., m the Clerk's Office of the Court-
house of the City of Williamsburg and County of James Citv, 
Virginia, at Williamsburg, Virginia, the undersigned will re-
ques~ Honorable Frank Armistead, Judge of the Circuit Court 
of York County, Virginia, to sign certain certificates and Bills 
of Exception in furtherance of his appeal of the case of Com-
tnonwea,lth ·of Virginia against R. E .. Waltrip to the .Supreme 
Court of Appeals of ,Virginia, as by law in such cases made 
and provided. 
Given under my hand this 14th day of S~ptember, 1948. 
R. E. "\VALTRIP, 
By /signe.d/ C. M. HALL, 
His Attorney. 
R. E. Waltrip v. Commonwealth of Virginia 25 
Legal and timely service of -the within notice is hereby ac-
cepted. 
/signed/ J. S. CORNICK, , 
Commonwealth's Attorney of York 
County, Virginia. 
page 15 ~ And on another day, to-wit, September 14, 1948, 
the following notice was given by the accuse·d to the 
attorney for the Commonwealth, to-wit: 
. To Julian S. Cornice, Esquire, Commonwealth's Attorney 
of York County, Virginia: · 
. 
You are hereby notified that on the 20th day of September, 
1948, at ten o'clock A. M., the undersigned, R. E. Waltrip, by 
his attorney, will apply to the Clerk of the Circuit Court 'of 
fork County, Virginia, at Yorktown, Virginia, for a tran-
script of the record in the case of Commonwealth of Virginia 
agavnst R. E. Waltrip, for the purpose of presenting said tran-
script to the .Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia, along 
with a petition for a writ of error and supersedeas to the judg-
ment of the Circuit Court of York County, Virginia, rendered 
in said cause on the 10th day of September, 1948. 
Dated this 14th day of S'eptember, 1948. 
R. E. WALTRIP, 
By /signed/ C. M. HALL, 
. His Attorney. 
Legal and timely service of the within notice is hereby ac-· 
cepted. 
/signed/ J. S. CORNICK, 
Commonwealth's Attorney of York 
County, ViPginia. 
page 16 ~ And on the same day, to-wit, September 14, 1948, 
the following notice was given by the accused to the 
Clerk of the Circuit Court : 0 
To Floyd Holloway, Esquire, Clerk of the Circuit Court of 
. · York County, Virginia: 
The undersigned, R. E. Waltrip, by his attorney, hereby 
makes application for a transcript of the record in the case 
26 Supreme Court of .A.ppeals of Virginia 
of Commonwealth of Virginia v. R. E. Wal trip for the pur-
pose of presenting said transcript to the Supreme Court of 
Appeals of Virginia, along with a petition for a writ of error 
. and supersedeas to the judgment of the Circuit Court of York 
County, 1Virginia, rendered in said coul't on September 10, 
1948. 
R. E. WALTRIP, 
By /signed/ C. M. HALL, 
His Attorney. 
page 17 ~ Virginia : . . 
County of York, to-wif: 
. I, Floyd Holloway, Clerk of the ·Circuit Court of the County 
aforesaid in the State of Virginia, do hereby certify that the 
foregoing is a true and complete transcript of the record and 
· proceedings of the cause therein _named, as the same appears 
on file and record in my office; and that the said t_ranscript 
has been made for the defendant after due notice from him to 
the attorney representing the Commonwealth. 
Given under my hand this 20th day of September, 1948. 
(Seal) FLOYD HOLLOWAY, Clerk. 
A Copy-Teste: 
M. B. WATTS', C. C. 
.. 
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